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intentional: I mean the Ural - Altaic, the B&ntu,
the Oceanic, and other languages. The traces by
which these languages attest their original relation-
ship are much fainter than in the Semitic and Aryan
families, but they are so of necessity. In the Aryan
and Semitic families the agglutinative process by
which alone grammatical forms can be obtained, has
been arrested at some time, and this could only have
been through social, religious, or political influences.
By the same power through which an advancing civil-
isation absorbs the manifold dialects in which every
spoken idiom naturally represents itself, the first poli-
tical or religious centralisation must necessarily have
put a check on the exuberance of an agglutinative
speech. Out of many possible forms one became
popular, fixed, and technical for each word, for each
grammatical category; and by means of poetry, law,
and religion, a literary or political language was pro-
duced to which thenceforth nothing had to be added;
which in a short time, after becoming unintelligible in
its formal elements, was liable to phonetic corruption
only, but incapable of internal resuscitation. It is
necessary to aclm.it a primitive concentration of this
kind for the Aryan and Semitic families, for it is thus
only that we can account for coincidences between
Sanskrit and Greek terminations, which were formed
neither from Greek nor from Sanskrit materials, but
which are still identically the same in both. It is in
this sense that I call these languages political or state
languages, and it has been truly said that languages
belonging to these families must be able to prove their
relationship by sharing in common not only, what is
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